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HUB  LAW  OFFICES 
Ford  Greene,  Esquire 
California  State  Bar  No.  107601 
711  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard 
San  Anselmo,  California  94960-1949 
Telephone:  (415)  258-0360 

PAUL  MORANTZ,  ESQ. 

P.O.  Box  511 

Pacific  Palisades,  CA  90272 
(310)  459-4745 

Attorneys  for  Defendants 
GERALD  ARMSTRONG  and  THE 
GERALD  ARMSTRONG  CORPORATION 


3  0 

ORIGINAL  FILED 

MAY  1  8  1993 

LOS  ANGELES 
SUPERIOR  COURT 


RECEIVED 
MAY  2  2  1993 
HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
IN  AND  FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 

not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation;  ) 

) 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

) 

_ ) 

) 

AND  RELATED  CROSS  ACTION  ) 

) 

_ ) 


FORD  GREENE  declares: 


No.  BC  052395 


DECLARATION  OF  FORD  GREENE  IN 
OPPOSITION  TO  MOTION  FOR 
CLARIFICATION,  OR,  IN  THE 
ALTERNATIVE,  FOR  THE  POSTING 
OF  AN  UNDERTAKING 


Date:  May  26,  1993 

Time:  8:30  a.m. 

Dept:  30 

Trial  Date:  Vacated 
Discovery  Cut  Off:  Stayed 
Motion  Cut  Off:  Stayed 


1.  I  am  an  attorney  licensed  to  practice  law  in  the  Courts 
of  the  State  of  California  and  am  the  attorney  of  record  for 


Gerald  Armstrong  and  The  Gerald  Armstrong  Corporation,  defendants 
herein. 


COPY 


GREENE'S  DECLARATION  IN  OPPOSITION  TO  MOTION  FOR  CLARIFICATION / UNDERTAKING 


1 

2.  At  7:30  a.m.  on  April  28,  1993,  I  traveled  by  airplane 

2 

from  San  Francisco  International  Airport  to  the  New  Orleans 

3 

Airport.  I  returned  from  New  Orleans  to  San  Francisco  on  May  5, 

4 

1993  . 

5 

3.  It  was  not  until  I  returned  that  I  became  aware  that  Mr. 

6 

Armstrong  had  written  a  letter  to  Ms.  Bartilson  dated  May  3,  1993. 

7 

I  am  informed  and  believe  and  allege  thereon  that  Mr.  Armstrong's 

8 

May  3  letter  to  Ms.  Bartilson  was  in  response  to  a  letter  faxed 

9 

and  mailed  directly  to  him  by  Ms.  bartilson  on  April  28,  1993. 

10 

Ms.  Bartilson  has  been  the  attorney  of  record  for  Scientology 

11 

since  the  inception  of  this  litigation  and  knows  that  I  am  Mr. 

12 

Armstrong's  lawyer.  A  true  and  correct  copy  of  Ms.  Bartilson 's 

13 

letter  dated  April  28,  1993,  to  Mr.  Armstrong,  is  attached  hereto 

14 

as  Exhibit  A. 

15 

4.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B  is  a  true  and  correct  copy 

16 

of  a  document  entitled  "Declaration  of  Laurie  J.  Bartilson  In 

17 

Support  Of  Application  For  Order  To  Show  Cause  Why  Gerald 

18 

Armstrong  And  Ford  Greene  Should  Not  Be  Held  In  Contempt  Of  Court" 

19 

executed  on  March  25,  1993. 

20 

5.  Attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C  is  a  true  and  correct  copy 

21 

of  a  letter  from  me  to  Laurie  J.  Bartilson  dated  May  17,  1993, 

22 

which  covered  the  service  of  a  copy  of  Armstrong's  opposition  two 

23 

days  in  advance  of  the  date  statutorily  required  for  service 

24 

thereof  in  conjunction  with  a  request  that  she  take  her  motion  off 

25 

calendar  because  it  is  devoid  of  merit  and  brought  to  harass 

26 

Armstrong. 

27 

6.  On  cult-related  litigation,  particularly  litigation 

28 

against  the  Scientology  Cult,  I  bill  my  time  out  in  the  amount  of 
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$200.00  per  hour.  I  have  reasonably  spent  the  following  time  on  my 
client's  opposition  to  Scientology's  motion  for  clarification  or 
for  posting  of  an  undertaking: 

►  Reviewing  Scientology's  motion,  the  declaration  of  L.J. 
Bartilson  and  Exhibits,  reviewing  past  documents  in  the 
file;  doing  the  legal  research  required  for  the 
opposition  and  drafting  the  opposition  and  the 
declaration  of  Ford  Greene  in  opposition:  7.5  Hours. 

►  Review  of  Reply  Brief  and  preparation  for  hearing  on  the 
motion  is  anticipated  to  take  1  hour. 

►  Time  spent  at  the  courthouse  for  the  purpose  of  the 
hearing  on  the  motion  is  anticipated  to  take  1  hour. 

►  Travel  time  from  San  Anselmo  in  Marin  County  to  Los 
Angeles  Superior  Court  and  back  is  reasonably 
anticipated  to  take  4  hours.  I  bill  travel  time  at  the 
rate  of  $75.00  per  hour. 

►  Based  upon  past  experience,  the  plane  fare  is  $141.00, 
parking  is  $8.00  and  bridge  toll  is  $1.00. 

The  total  cost  of  defending  against  Scientology's  motion  is 
$2,350.00. 

/// 

/// 
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Under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California  I  hereby  declare  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct 
according  to  my  first-hand  knowledge,  except  those  matters  stated 


to  be  on  information  and  belief,  and  as  to  those  matters,  I 
believe  them  to  be  true. 
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April  28,  1993 


Gerald  Armstrong 
c/o  HUB  LAW  OFFICES 
711  Sir  Frances  Drake  Blvd. 
San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949 


RECEIVED 

APR  2  8  1993 


BY  TELEFAX  AND  U.S.  MAIL 


Re:  Your  Appearance  on  KFAX  Radio 

Dear  Mr.  Armstrong; 

I  have  just  been  informed  that  you  are  scheduled  to  appear 
on  KFAX  radio  in  the  San  Francisco  area  at  5:00  p.m.  today  on  the 
uLife  Line"  show  and  that  the  topic  to  be  discussed  is  "the  inner 
worKings  of  Scientology". 

This  letter  serves  to  put  you  on  notice  that  your  appearance 
on  this  show  as  described  would  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
Settlement  Agreement  which  you  signed  with  the  Church  of 
Scientology 'International  on  December  6,  1986.  You  agreed  on 
that  date  to  forgo,  inter  alia,  future  media  appearances,  in 
exchange  for  a  substantial  sum  of  money.  Specifically,  such  an 
appearance  would  be  a  violation  of  paragraph  7D  of  the  Agreement 
and  will  subject  you  to  the  liquidated  damages  provision  in  that 
paragraph. 

Should  you  appear  on  this  radio  show  in  violation  of  the 
Agreement,  the  church  of  Scientology  International  will  pursue 
all  remedies  within  the  judicial  system  to  obtain  damages  for  the 
violation  and/or  to  enjoin  any  future  violations  of  a  similar 
nature.  It  is  my  sincere  hope  and  expectation  that  no  one  will 
attempt  to  induce  you  to  further  breach  your  contractual 
obligations  to  the  Church  of  Scientology  International  by 
permitting  you  to  appear  as  s 


/  . 


Re:  KFAX  Appearance 

April  28,  1993 
Page  2 


cc:  Ford  Greene  (BY  TELEFAX) 

Andrew  H.  Wilson  (BY  TELEFAX) 

Legal  Director,  KFAX  Radio  (BY  TELEFAX) 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


RECEIVED 

MAR  2  6  1992 

HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF 
INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  not- 
for-profit  religious  corporation; 


Plaintiff , 


vs . 


GERALD  ARMSTRONG  and  DOES  1 
through  25,  inclusive, 


Defendants . 


)  Case  No.  152  229 

) 

)  DECLARATION  OF  LAURIE  J. 

)  BARTILSON  IN  SUPPORT  OF 
)  APPLICATION  FOR  ORDER  TO 
)  SHOW  CAUSE  WHY  GERALD 
)  ARMSTRONG  AND  FORD  GREENE 
)  SHOULD  NOT  BE  HELD  IN 
)  CONTEMPT  OF  COURT 
) 

)  (C.C.P.  §  1209  (a)  (5)  ] 

) 

)  DATE:  March  _ ,  1992 

)  TIME:  To  be  determined 
)  DEPT:  4 
) 

)  No  trial  date 

) 

) 


I,  LAURIE  J.  BARTILSON,  hereby  declare: 

1.  I  am  an  attorney  duly  licensed  to  practice  law  in  the 
State  of  California,  and  I  am  a  member  of  the  firm  of  Bowles  & 
Moxon,  one  of  plaintiff's  counsel  of  record  in  this  action.  As 
such,  I  have  personal  knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  below,  and 
if  called  upon  to  do  so,  I  could  and  would  competently  testify 
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thereto . 


2.  I  was  present  when,  on  March  3,  1992,  this  Court  heard 
oral  argument  concerning  defendant  Gerald  Armstrong's  ex  parte 
application  for  a  continuance  of  plaintiff's  motion  for 
preliminary  injunction,  which  was  then  set  for  hearing  on  March 
6,  1992.  At  the  March  3  hearing,  the  Court  ordered  that  the 
hearing  on  the  preliminary  injunction  motion  should  be  continued, 
but  also  ordered  that  a  temporary  restraining  order  should  issue, 
granting  plaintiff  temporarily  the  relief  requested  in  its  motion 
for  preliminary  injunction  until  the  new  hearing  date,  March  20, 
1992.  Both  Armstrong  and  his  attorney,  Ford  Greene,  were  present 
in  the  courtroom  at  the  March  3,  1992  hearing.  A  true  and  correct 
copy  of  the  transcript  of  proceedings  of  that  date  is  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  A. 

3 .  A  draft  Temporary  Restraining  Order  was  prepared  by  my 
co-counsel,  Andrew  Wilson,  and  me.  On  March  4,  1992,  Mr.  Wilson 
faxed  a  copy  of  the  proposed  Temporary  Restraining  Order  to  Mr. 
Greene's  office  and  hand-delivered  it  to  the  Court.  A  true  and 
correct  copy  of  the  proposed  Temporary  Restraining  Order  is 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B. 

4.  On  March  4,  1992,  Mr.  Greene  acknowledged  receipt  of 
the  proposed  Temporary  Restraining  Order,  and  informed  Mr.  Wilson 
and  me  that  he  had  hand-delivered  his  objections  to  it  to  the 
Court.  A  true  and  correct  copy  of  Mr.  Greene's  letter  detailing 
his  objections  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C. 

5.  On  March  5,  1992,  this  Court  signed  the  Temporary 
Restraining  Order  which  plaintiff  had  proposed,  making  only  a 
slight  change  in  paragraph  1  of  the  Order  which  is  not  material 
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to  the  instant  application.  A  true  and  correct  copy  of  the 
signed,  filed  and  entered  Temporary  Restraining  Order  is  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  D. 


6.  I  am  informed  that  as  soon  as  a  signed  copy  of  the  TRO 
was  received  by  Mr.  Wilson  from  the  Court,  Mr.  Wilson  served  the 
TRO  on  Mr.  Greene's  office  by  mail.  Mr.  Wilson  so  declares  in 
paragraph  6  of  his  accompanying  declaration. 

7.  Mr.  Greene  represented  to  this  Court  on  March  3,  1992, 
that  Mr.  Armstrong  is  employed  as  a  paralegal  in  his  office. 

8 .  I  was  also  present  at  the  oral  argument  before  this 

Court  on  March  20,  1992.  On  that  date,  the  Court  granted 

defendant's  motion  to  transfer  the  case  to  Los  Angeles  Superior 
Court,  but  did  so  only  after  ordering  that  the  existing  TRO 
remain  in  full  force  and  effect  for  another  45  days.  Both  Mr. 
Armstrong  and  Mr.  Greene  were  present  in  the  courtroom  when  the 
Court  issued  that  order. 

9.  Paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  TRO  provide  in  relevant 
part  that: 

1.  ...  Defendant  Gerald  Armstrong  ("Armstrong" 
or  "Defendant") ,  [and]  his  agents  are  hereby 
temporarily  enjoined  from  violation  of  that  certain 
settlement  Agreement  ("Agreement")  dated  December  6, 

1986,  including  the  following: 

2 .  Armstrong  is  restrained  from  violating 

Paragraph  7(d)  which  prohibits  Armstrong  from  .  .  . 

disclosing  his  experiences  with  Scientology,  and  any 
knowledge  or  information  he  may  have  concerning  the 
Church  of  Scientology,  [or]  L.  Ron  Hubbard.  .  .  . 
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10.  Paragraph  7(d)  of  the  Agreement,  which  is  incorporated 
by  reference  in  the  TRO,  provides  in  relevant  part, 

[Armstrong]  agrees  never  to  .  .  .  grant  interviews 

or  discuss  with  others,  concerning  [his]  experiences 
with  the  Church  of  Scientology,  or  concerning  [his] 
personal  or  indirectly  acquired  knowledge  or 
information  concerning  the  Church  of  Scientology,  [or] 

L.  Ron  Hubbard.  .  .  .  [Armstrong]  further  agrees  that 

he  will  maintain  strict  confidentiality  and  silence 
with  respect  to  his  experiences  with  the  Church  of 
Scientology  and  any  knowledge  or  information  he  may 
have  concerning  the  Church  of  Scientology  [or]  L.  Ron 
Hubbard .... 

A  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  Settlement  Agreement  is  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  E. 

11.  On  March  20,  1992,  upon  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing 

before  this  Court,  Mr.  Armstrong  immediately  violated  the  TRO.  As 
soon  as  the  proceedings  had  adjourned,  I  observed  Mr.  Armstrong 
and  Mr.  Greene  speaking  with  reporters  in  the  hallway  of  the 
courthouse.  The  reporters  included,  inter  alia .  Don  Nabb  of  the 
Cable  Network  News  ("CNN")  and  Alex  Neill  of  the  Marin 
Independent  Journal.  I  heard  Mr.  Armstrong  tell  those  reporters 
that  he  believed  that  he  had  the  right  to  "respond"  publicly  to 
charges  which  the  Church  had  levied  against  him  by  violating  the 
provisions  of  the  settlement  agreement  which  is  at  issue  in  this 
litigation. 

12.  On  the  evening  of  March  20,  1992,  and  continuing 
thereafter  on  March  21,  1992,  CNN  periodically  broadcast  a 
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. 


segment  concerning  this  action  and  the  proceedings  of  March  20, 
1992.  A  true  and  correct  transcription  of  that  segment  is 
attached  as  Exhibit  F. 

13.  CNN  broadcast  portions  of  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Armstrong  in  which  he  states:  "I'm  an  expert  in  the 
misrepresentations  [L.  Ron]  Hubbard  has  made  about  himself  from 
the  beginning  of  Dianetics  until  the  day  he  died."  Ex.  F;  Ex.  G, 
p.  1.  Later  in  the  CNN  segment,  Mr.  Greene  states,  "It'll  be 
extremely  damaging  because  Scientology  has  spent  a  whole  ton  of 
dough,  on  keeping  not  only  Gerry  silent  but  a  lot  of  other  people 
silent.  And  if  Gerry's  case  unravels,  it's  the  first  domino,  and 
all  the  rest  of  them  are  going  to  unravel." 

Ex.  F,  p.  3. 

14.  Mr.  Armstrong's  statements,  broadcast  by  CNN,  accuse 
Mr.  Hubbard  of  fraud,  and  are  a  direct  violation  of  paragraph  2 
of  the  TRO. 

15.  Mr.  Greene  is  Mr.  Armstrong's  attorney,  and  therefore, 
his  agent.  His  statements  amplify  Mr.  Armstrong's  and  reinforce 
this  violation  of  paragraph  2  of  the  TRO. 

16.  On  March  21,  1992,  a  story  appeared  in  the  Marin  County 
Independent  Journal  titled,  "Marin  Judge  Orders  Scientology  Suit 
Moved."  A  true  and  correct  copy  of  that  article  is  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  G.  In  that  article,  Mr.  Armstrong  is  quoted  by 
the  reporter,  Mr.  Neill,  as  saying  that  "he  initially  abided  by 
the  settlement  provision  that  mandated  he  not  speak  about  his 
experiences  in  the  church"  but  later  deliberately  decided  to 
breach  that  provision  of  the  Agreement.  Ex.  G. 

/  /  / 
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17.  Mr.  Armstrong's  statements  to  Mr.  Neill  demonstrate 
that  Mr.  Armstrong ' s  violations  of  the  Agreement  and  the  TRO  were 
willful,  deliberate  and  intentional. 

18.  Moreover,  I  am  informed  and  believe  that  Mr.  Nabb  and 

the  other  reporters  were  present  at  the  Marin  County  Courthouse 

on  March  20,  1992  because  they  had  been  contacted  by  Mr.  Greene, 

acting  on  Mr.  Armstrong's  behalf,  and  invited  by  Mr.  Greene  to 

\ 

cover  the  proceedings.  This  solicitation  of  press  coverage  on 
Armstrong's  behalf  violates  both  the  TRO  and  the  Agreement. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  of  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 

Executed  at  Los  Angeles,  California,  this  25th  day  of  March, 
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Ford  Greene 
Lawyer 


HUB  LA  UU  OffICtS 

711  SIB  FBflnCIS  DBflK€  BOULFVflBD 

sfln  flns€Lmo,  Cfiufo&nm  94950-1949 

(415)  258-0360 


License  No.  107601 
Facsimile  (415)  456-5316 


May  17,  1993 


Laurie  J.  Bartilson  By  Telecopier 

BOWLES  &  MOXON  213-662-6419 

6255  Sunset  Boulevard,  Suite  2000 
Los  Angeles,  California  90028 

RE:  Church  of  Scientology  International  v.  Armstrong 

Los  Angeles  Superior  Court 
Case  No.  BC  052  395 


Dear  Ms.  Bartilson: 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  motion  for  clarification  or 
undertaking  your  clients  and  your  office  have  pending  is  devoid 
of  merit  and  has  been  brought  for  the  sole  purpose  of  harassing 
my  client  and  me.  The  basis  for  this  opinion  is  set  forth  in 
full  in  our  opposition.  A  copy  of  our  opposition  and  all 
supporting  papers  follow  this  letter  by  telecopier. 

Based  upon  the  grounds  set  forth  in  said  papers,  I  hereby 
request  that  you  take  your  motion  off  calendar.  A  copy  of  this 
letter  is  attached  to  my  declaration  in  support  of  my  request  for 
an  award  of  substantial  monetary  sanctions  for  having  to  go 
through  this  unnecessary  exercise. 


:  acg 

Ends.  (3) 

cc:  Paul  Morantz  (with  enclosure) 

Andrew  H.  Wilson  (with  enclosure) 


